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Umm'i&F tn£amifoSjuir^ 


IS ,A'«gns& X9*??f 


msmmm for* 

smmeis * 


i 1 

Participants in the TJSSE and Southeast ^ste Area, &vof$r-m& \ 
conducted tar the Office of Trainings smmr W5<£e 

Eralnatim of FT&gpfm. 


The Office of T reining wishes to ^srpcre m evaluation of the taro emk i"' 
area programs held during July and August* This evaluation depends prinari^r* 
on your assessmenti?* It «U1 be used for guidance in plaming future reia.ff, : - 
p?ogS?«Mi» Toe?? ce^riccMo© of aoBSeut and constructive suggest iosse will %i 
mach appreciated ( It is emphasised that collection of only favorable* or uti 4 
.favorable consents in not the object of this a&sestjmeat* It is desired. te1_ I 
assemble objective favorable and unfavorable eossaents as guidance for planet -^8 
future related progrK&s)* It is suggested that your reanrlc* ineXuiie eemam ■ 
on the following points, > ( , 

i l 

la Do you feel that this type of area profsm am contribute I j 
to increasing analyst effectiveness? 2f so, 5 vby? If act* my not? • ? 
that type of program would b? acra useful? 



tc. Do yon feel that this particular program was useful to yw? 
so, how? Xf not* vdy mhf 

3c, Please easrasafe. on the followings 


i i 
s i 


>io Oaataat and scops of subject matter (ParticuXcrly^ did you; 1 
fasti that it was relevant or irrelevant to your nsaniwX mark pretola|4> 


that It ■ma possibly relevant* but of a nature that it is asewrwd ] \ 
analysts in your eosaKiosaafc necessarily haws before they sen qq^ll^ | 
for the work for which they were eag&oyMt; that it was relwirt, mM 
too gonwpiX or too specific) 


ii,-, Hanaisr -and awtbcfc «f prosesstotieiio . . 

I I 


«» Tina allotted for eosrso (Wes tbs ansfoer of weete inadequate ,j 
adequate’ «r excessive? Was the period of taw hours for aadi sen&lca! > 
tea abort, satief actuary* or? foe lo&gf) 

do Was the balsnee between. lecture and dlscustiiaa satisfactory^ ] 
or do ytm f-^el that it would have bsen helpful to Uses aoev dlseuoitft^ 
or lees discussion? fViXi you favor haring certain periods dorotaes, | ! 
entirely to discussion of selscted peblcsr? 


1 i 

f i 

3®f o ass-at lea 
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Security Information 


- 2 


ha Do you approve of the policy that students not be required ii 
do collateral reading or prepare papers, or do you tE'Ink it would be * • 
both reasonable and useful if students expected to do limited reading 
and preparation of papers? 

In addition to your remarks on the above points, any other cossaents eg 
suggestions that you may wish to contribute for improvement of future related 
program- will be appreciated^ 


Please forward your written caaaents to 
luildirg as early as possibles 


Rear 1301, 




2 September 1952 j \ 

1. I feel that this type, of area program can contribute to increasing! I 
analyst effectiveness - if it’ is specific. As an analyst, I fine, myself \ 1 
with wide gaps in knowledge of specific aspects. of Soviet government and 1 i 
economics. Lectures on such topics as the Orthodox Church in. Russia, Sovie-f ; 
post-war foreign. policy, the Soviet banicing system, the Soviet educational! | 
system, Soviet industrial organisation, etc., would be of far more benefit 
to me than a series, say, on Soviet history. 

2. The program was of particular value as a 11 refresher course". Two 5 * 

years of reading the Soviet press, of seeing only the "trees" ana not "tne - ■ 
forest" tend to becloud the mind as to Soviet over-all policy. ■ • 

3. I felt that the series of lectures on Soviet history" presented by j i 

: ' 1 was a complete waste of tine both as to content and present*-* 

ation. The time might have better been devoted to selec ted reaclingapn tn e \ 1 
Soviet Union - from sources other that those chosen by I I \ 

The series presented by I ~~l was an inspiration, was j \ 

excel lent both as to th e manner of presentation and the topic discussed. i j 

h ri 1 q | [book a little time in getting down to specific prob- ? ? 

lens of Soviet economics, his scries of lectures were also excellent. » J j 

I felt that too much class time was devoted. to the history series, \ ! 

too little to economies. Six consecutive weeks of lectures was a little 
too much; had they been scheduled with a week's intermission in between, 

I feel they would have been even more effective. The two-hour period is a { 
good choice. Because of t;ie wide disparity in the class's iaiowlodge of ; 
Soviet history and institutions, T feel that discussion periods would be ; 
wasted for most students in discussing tilings already known to who majority 
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